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RECENT CASES 

Accretion — Dredging. — Gillihan v. Cieloha, 14s Pac. (Ore.) 1061. — 
Held, where a slough between two islands is practically filled by accre- 
tion caused by a dyke, and the alluvion is added to by waste from a 
dredger distributed by high waters, the land so formed will not be 
treated as the product of avulsion, and, in the absence of a claim by the 
general government, will be apportioned between the shore owners. 

Accretion is the gradual deposition by natural causes of soil adding 
to that land already in the possession of the owner. 3 Washburn, Real 
Property, (6th Ed.) 70. The doctrine of accretion is based on the right 
of the shore owner not to be shut off from the water (Steers v. City 
of Brooklyn, 101 N. Y. 51), and in a reciprocal consideration for possible 
loss by erosion. 2 Blackstone's Commentaries, 262. It is immaterial 
whether the water be navigable or not. Buse v. Russell, 86 Mo. 209; 
Lovingston v. St. Clair County, 64 111. 56. The fact that accretion is 
aided by artificial means does not necessarily destroy its character as 
such. 3 Farnham, Waters and Water Rights, 2486. But where the 
water front is fixed by statute and the addition of soil is caused by pur- 
presture, the doctrine does not apply. Dana v. Jackson Street Wharf Co., 
31 Cal. 118. The process by which a large quantity of land is suddenly 
added to the shore by its severance bodily from its former location, as by 
the cutting of a new channel by a river, is avulsion. 1 Farnham, Waters 
and Water Rights, 320; Nebraska v. Iowa, 143 U. S. 359. 

The principal case holds that shore owners are the owners of any arti- 
ficial extension of their lands, as against everyone but the state. The 
decision is founded on the right of shore owners to have access to the 
water. Waste from a dredger is neither accretion nor the product of 
avulsion. The case would seem to mark an extension of the rules of 
original acquisition of land. If, however, the accretion had so far 
advanced before the dredging began that title to the new land had already 
vested in the owners the case would fall under the regular rules of 
accretion. 

Bankruptcy— Exemption— Time of Filing Claim of Homestead.— 
Brandt v. Mayhew et ux.,— In Re Mayhew, 218 Fed. 422.— Held, that 
where the right of the bankrupt to file his schedules after adjudication 
had not been questioned, his claim of a homestead exemption in his 
schedules, as he was permitted by law to do, was in time. Ross, Circuit 
Judge, dissenting. 

While the exemptions allowed a bankrupt are those provided for by the 
statutes of the state, the time and manner of claiming such exemptions, 
and of awarding them and setting them apart, are regulated by the 
Bankruptcy Act. In re Burnham, 202 Fed. 763; In re Kane, 127 Fed. 
552. As the claim of a bankrupt to exemption is a personal right, it is 
waived unless asserted in due time. In re Exum, 209 Fed. 716; In re 
Harrington, 200 Fed. 1010; In re Gerker, 186 Fed. 693. Whether an 



